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Denmark: Imam says adulterous women should be stoned to death, 


mosque openly supports the Islamic State 
By Robert Spencer 
1 March 2016 


“There have been numerous unsuccessful political attempts to close Grimhoj 
Mosque down...” Why were they unsuccessful? It should have been shut down 
long ago. As for the support for stoning, however, Danish authorities should not 
be surprised. Did they really expect that Muslims in Europe would voluntarily 
discard the elements of Islam that contradict European values? It’s more likely 
that they had no idea what the elements of Islam actually were, and assumed 
them to be entirely benign; after all, only “Islamophobes” think otherwise. 


There are renewed calls to shut down the controversial Grimhgj Mosque in 
Aarhus after a TV2 programme revealed that an imam has advocated stoning 
adulterers to death. 

A hidden camera showed Abu Bilal Ismail, an imam at the mosque, teaching 
a class about what he says is the appropriate punishment for adultery. 

“If a married or divorced women engages in fornication, and she is not a 
virgin, she should be stoned to death,” Ismail says in the video clip. 

“If someone violates their marriage, either man or woman, they commit 
adultery and their blood is thus halal [acceptable under Muslim law, ed.] and 
they should be killed by stoning. If the woman is a virgin, the punishment is 
whipping,” he says. 

The clip also shows the imam advocating an “eye for an eye” policy. 

“If someone kills a Muslim, then they should be killed,” he says, before 
adding that anyone who abandons their religion should also be killed. 

This is not the first time that inflammatory remarks by Ismail have been 
caught on camera. In July 2014, a video emerged of him calling on God to 
“destroy the Zionist Jews”. 

The mosque itself is also not stranger to controversy. In September 2014, 
Grimhgj Mosque made international headlines after declaring its support for the 
terrorist group Isis. In January 2015, the mosque's chairman, Oussama E]-Saadi, 
doubled down on the comments in a DR documentary, saying “we want the 
Islamic State to come out on top. We want an Islamic state in the world.” 

The mosque also has ties to the now-deceased Abdessamad Fateh, the first 
Danish citizen to ever be added to the United States’ terror list, and East Jutland 
Police believe that around two dozen foreign fighters who have left Denmark for 
Syria or Iraq have worshipped at the mosque. 

There have been numerous unsuccessful political attempts to close Grimhgj 
Mosque down and following the new TV2 programme, politicians of all stripes 
once again came out swinging against the mosque. 

“Tt is completely unheard of that there are people in Denmark preaching this 
sort of thing. It clearly does not belong here. He [Abu Bilal Ismail, ed.] doesn’t 
belong in Denmark either,” Integration Minister Inger Stejberg told Ritzau, 
adding that there are limits to what the government can do about the mosque.... 


The Next Syrian Refugee Crisis: Child Brides 
Why not make a problem worse by ignoring it? 
Abigail R. Esman 
29 Feb 2016 


Reprinted from The Investigative Project on Terrorism. 


While the West debates the humanitarian problem of Syrian refugees flooding 
across its borders, the discussions repeatedly turn to the dangers they might 
pose: what if there are terrorists among them? How can we be sure? How can 
we save those in need of saving and still be safe ourselves? 

Yet for many of these refugees, married off against their will, the terror has 
already begun. They are 11 and 13 and 14 years old. Some of them are pregnant. 
Some are already mothers at 14. Their husbands are 25 or 38 or 40. And there is 
no escape. 

"Child marriage existed in Syria before the start of the conflict," reports Girls 
Not Brides, a global partnership aimed at ending child marriage worldwide, "but 


the onset of war and the mass displacement of millions of refugees has led to a 
dramatic rise in the number of girls married as children." 

Indeed, since the start of the refugee crisis, UNICEF reports, as many as 
"one-third of registered marriages among Syrian refugees in Jordan between 
January and March 2014 involved girls under 18," with some as young as 11. 

In many cases, these marriages are set up by well-meaning parents who 
believe their daughters would be safer in the asylum centers if married and so, 
less likely to be approached sexually by strange men. In other instances, the 
daughters are sold off by parents who can no longer afford to keep them, or 
given in marriage to men already planning to leave Syria in the hopes that, once 
the couple arrives in the West, the parents can then legally join them. 

But girls married in their early teens and younger face dark futures, according 
to Girls Not Brides. They are more likely to live in poverty, often are physically 
and emotionally abused, are at higher risk for sexually transmitted diseases, and 
are vulnerable to complications during childbirth — some of them fatal. 

The plight of refugee child brides, which some authorities now call a crisis, 
first came to light in October last year, when 14-year old Fatema Alkasem 
vanished from a refugee center in the Netherlands along with her husband. She 
was nine months pregnant at the time. 

Alkasem's disappearance led to an emergency session of Parliament, and the 
ratification of a long-delayed bill that would automatically dissolve the marriage 
of a minor, even if performed legally in the country where the nuptials took 
place. Under the revised law, the husbands of minors who continue living with 
their wives could be prosecuted for rape and deported. Where needed, the wives 
would receive special medical and psychological care and, wherever possible, 
placed in Dutch foster homes. 

The impact of the case reached far beyond the Netherlands, where an average 
of three child brides arrives each week. With 15 million girls worldwide forced 
into marriage every year, and with child marriages among Syrian refugees 
skyrocketing, the problem of protecting these girls is now a global one. 

But while the Netherlands has taken an aggressive stance to protect these 
young brides, who are often sexually abused, other countries are more 
circumspect, even as the crisis deepens. In Norway, for instance, officials 
determined in December that 61 underage migrants were already married when 
they arrived (including one 11-year-old girl). But it was the publicized tale of a 
14-year-old girl arriving with her 18-month-old child and 23-year-old husband, 
also in December, that ignited public outcry and prompted new focus by the 
government on the issue. Police sought to prosecute the case on criminal 
grounds, noting that Norway's age of consent for sexual relations is 16. Yet 
others, such as feminist activist Unni Wikan, argued to the contrary, that 
Norway "might have to accept that underage refugees are married and have 
children." At this writing, the debate is still ongoing. 

Opinions are also mixed in Denmark, where a January report of the country's 
asylum system revealed that 27 underage girls were married, including two 14- 
year-olds, one of whom was pregnant. Speaking to newspaper Metroexpress, 
conservative party spokesman Naser Khadir minced no words: "It's called 
pedophilia when a man gets a 14-year-old pregnant," he said. "We can give 
asylum to the 14-year-old, but we should kick the grown man out." The husband 
in this case is said to be 24. 

In the interim, asylum-seekers under the age of 15 — Denmark's legal age of 
consent — are to be separated from their spouses and their cases reviewed by 
immigration officials. 

But here, too, some believe that it is better to recognize such marriages. 
Prominent Danish imam Oussama El Saadi of Aarhus told Metroexpress that 
these marriages are "part of the culture" of the refugees, and so should be looked 
at "differently," according to the Copenhagen Post. 

Whatever one thinks of such reasoning, there is one urgent argument to 
support the idea that Europe should recognize these marriages, or at least find 
alternatives to simply rejecting them: the risk these girls face of becoming the 
targets of honor killings, murdered by their estranged husbands or even their 
own parents. A young woman who has been married — and especially one who 
has given birth — is no longer seen as "pure" in strict Islamic culture, thereby 
sullying her family's reputation. The only recourse, in far too many Muslim 
families, is to cleanse the family through her blood — or murder. Even if she 
were to be spared such a fate, a Muslim man would be unlikely to marry her in 
future. 

These are concerns European governments must consider in helping these 
young women. 

In the Netherlands, officials already are taking the threat of honor killings 
seriously. In an e-mail, Parliamentarian Aatje Kuiken, a member of the Dutch 
labor party (PvdA) who was instrumental in changing the minority marriage 
laws, said that special teams have been set up to focus on the issue, and give the 
girls extra protection where needed. Hopefully, other countries will swiftly 
follow suit. 

In Norway, however, officials are taking a different approach: providing 
classes for migrant men on the appropriate treatment of women. Such courses in 
European codes of behavior and ideas about sexuality and sexual norms, 
according to the New York Times, establish "a simple rule that all asylum 
seekers need to learn and follow: 'to force someone into sex is not permitted in 
Norway, even when you are married to that person."" 

Such classes currently are voluntary, suggesting that those men who most 
need them, those more inclined to insist on the social norms of their home 


countries, and who firmly maintain that their wives are their property, are 
actually the most unlikely to enroll. Still, the initiative offers hope and could 
provide a model for other states and the possibility of long-term progress — if not 
to change the lives of these young child brides, perhaps, one day, to change their 
daughters’. 


"The government is misleading the Canadian people" about what 


they mean by "infrastructure" 
Brian Lilley 
28 Feb 2016 


Most of us think of "infrastructure" as temporary projects like the creation of 
roads and bridges. 

However -- as I've been warning for months -- it's clear that Justin Trudeau's 
Liberals are referring to permanent pet projects like a national daycare program. 


Editorial Comment 


When Liberals mislead us with “social infrastructure” what they are really 
talking about is a substantial increase in the size of the public service and, hence 
a substantial increase in unfunded pension liabilities. But that’s okay, I guess, 
because like some third world countries it’s perfectly legitimate to force your 
kids to pay off the debts incurred by the parents. 

Which suggests another point. Is it actually ethical to force future generations 
to pay for a social program that they never had an opportunity to vote for? 


One of my frustrations with politicians but especially this current Liberal 
government is the very simplistic approach to issues like economics. I know that 
Iam not a particularly sophisticated thinker on many topics and do not have the 
formal education required to offer substantial analysis on many of the complex 
and serious portfolios of government. This is why I am frustrated and perplexed 
by not just Mr. Trudeau but also by his supporters. It would be nice if once in a 
while Mr. Turdeau could put together a reasoned, coherent, and substantial case 
for his policies and proposals. In an attempt to be objective, I would like to have 
more of this from all politicians. With that said, from my biased right leaning 
view, conservatives do a much better job of this. 

I believe that issues should be approached from a classical philosophical 
approach. We should start with a premise. In the case of Mr. Trudeau and his 
approach, I assume the premise is spending tax payer dollars on government 
programs. It would be nice if he could begin by telling us which programs and 
projects he wants to spend tax payer dollars on. Then, if he could elevate his 
thoughts it would be good to get a coherent argument on how and why this 
spending is good for Canadian citizens? This would involve a set of premises 
that supported a conclusion. Hopefully, a conclusion that made sense. 
Like most intelligent people, I dislike governments spending my money on 
initiatives and programs that are forced on me. Now, I have to check myself 
here. I am not against all government programs and spending. I recognize the 
value of things like EI, welfare, accessible health care, etc. But where should it 
end and where should it begin? It would be nice if it began with a government 
being honest in its intentions and agenda. And, it would be nice to know there 
was an end or a limit! With every successive progressive government there is 
another social spending project that is measured in ever increasing base units of 
one billion dollars. The money is one thing but then there is the inexorable push 
by governments to engineer society and control its citizens. The reason I like 
Canada (besides its geography and riches of natural resources) is that it is still a 
free country. I want to be free and especially free of government. I would also 
like to be free to keep the money that I earn. I want to be free from someone 
imposing their philosophies on me. If a couple wants to put their kids in daycare 
then that is their choice but don’t make tax payers foot the bill. 
Going back to the larger concept of government and clear policy making I want 
to adapt an idea from Kevin O’Leary. He said something along the lines that 
government is where money goes to die. He is dead on. For every dollar 
government collects in taxes there is a cost to the business that generated that 
revenue. Then there is a cost to collect that money, there is another cost to 
administer that money and manage it. Finally there is the very inefficient 
process of reinvesting that money in ways that are often unfair and 
counterproductive. Federal governments collect taxpayer money that gets 
transferred to provinces which gets transferred to municipalities which gets 
transferred to organizations that issue contracts to private corporations that have 
been lobbying all three levels of government for the contracts that were driven 
by special interest groups driving an agenda set out by a politician who wants 
your vote. 

At least when Chrétien and Martin were in control of the Liberal party they 
had decent conservative fiscal sense. I’m still waiting for Trudeau to make any 
kind of sense. 


Canada needs a new political party. The Liberals have become socialists and 
made the NDP more irrelevant than ever and Harper’s Conservatives were too 
Liberal. What we need is a new right of centre party that, in all considerations be 


they economic, environmental or security, will put the interests of the Canada 
and the Canadian people first. 


Liberals to scrap regulations intended to deter using marriage 
fraud to become Canadian 
ClJnews Editor 
1 March 2016 

Another reform in the immigration policy will soon make it easier and faster 
for foreign nationals to become Canadians. 

John McCallum, Minister of Immigration, Refugees and Citizenship, told The 
Hill Times that sponsored spouses of Canadians will be granted immediately 
upon arriving in Canada a permanent resident status. 

“When spouses come in now, they don’t immediately become permanent 
residents; there’s a two-year period where they are not yet permanent residents,” 
Mr. McCallum (Markham-Thornhill, Ont.) said in an interview with The Hill 
Times. “We said in our platform that we will end that so that they will become 
permanent residents on arrival.” 

In October 2012 the Conservative government introduced a new regulation 
intended to deter people from using marriages of convenience to cheat their way 
into Canada. The regulations apply to spouses or partners in a relationship of 
two years or less who have no children in common with their sponsor at the time 
they submit their sponsorship application. 

The spouse or partner must live in a legitimate relationship with their sponsor 
for two years from the day on which they receive their permanent resident status 
in Canada. The status of the sponsored spouse or partner may be revoked if they 
do not remain in the relationship. 

“There are countless cases of marriage fraud across the country,” explained 
then Citizenship, Immigration and Multiculturalism Minister Jason Kenney. “I 
have consulted widely with Canadians, and especially with victims of marriage 
fraud, who have told me clearly that we must take action to stop this abuse of 
our immigration system. Sometimes the sponsor in Canada is being duped and 
sometimes it’s a commercial transaction. Implementing a two-year conditional 
permanent residence period will help deter marriage fraud, prevent the callous 
victimization of innocent Canadians and help us put an end to these scams.” 

The Hill Times reported that McCallum “acknowledged that marriage of 
convenience or marriage fraud is an important issue that must be dealt with, but 
said sponsored spouses should not be made to wait for two years to become 
permanent residents.” 


Editorial Comment 


"When spouses come in now, they don’t immediately become permanent 
residents; there’s a two-year period where they are not yet permanent residents,” 
Mr. McCallum (Markham-Thornhill, Ont.) said in an interview with The Hill 
Times. “We said in our platform that we will end that so that they will become 
permanent residents on arrival.” 


Liberals To Give Refugees More Health Benefits Than Canadians 
18 Feb 2016 


The liberal government has announced they will restore the refugee health 
plan that the conservatives have dismissed. 

The Health plan hints that 100% coverage will be given to refugees until 
they have full Canada status, a job and pay taxes. 

This included dental and vision. Also in the plan is vaccine for diseases. 

For original Canadians, health care is provided if you pay taxes. Of course 
refugees don’t have the funds for health care, but neither do the almost | million 
Canadians that are out of work. 

So far refugees receive far better treatments than Canadians do. 


Editorial Comment 


The CRA is a rogue and almost lawless organization of the government who 
is doing their best to steal legal tax refunds from Canadians that have live all 
their lives in Canada and paid taxes and improved the country. These bastards 
steal our legitimate refunds while pretty boy pisses it away by the hundreds of 
millions. He may turn out to be an even bigger prick than his father. 

Yep.....the scumbag lying Liberals have sleazed their way back into power. 
Now any Canadian the actually worked for a living, paid taxes and contributed 
to the betterment of Canada is totally fucked because Turdeau and his Liberals 
are back in power. He is just a mirror image of his father and the lying Liberal 
party. 

The Liberals do not care. They can import 1-2 million refuges, give the a 
Canadian flag and a Liberal t shirt and they are back in power at thes next 
election... just in time to fuck the Canadians that actually worked to build this 
country. 

Wow, that's disgusting, I didn't agree with letting any of those people over 
here in the first place, carrying diseases the West hasn't seen in hundreds of 
years. Now mini me Turdeau wants to allow another 100000 of these so called 
refugees/possible terrorists into Canada. What's is he thinking? Its very sad 


when we don't take care of our own homeless, or veterans but we will allow 
these people in and cater their every need, something is so very wrong with this 
picture! Wake up Turdeau we don't want anymore refugees that are a total drag 
on our already hurting economy! 


Thousands of Muslims Converting to Christianity After Witnessing 


ISIS Horror 
25 Dec. 2015 


More and more Kurdish Muslims living in Iraq and Syria are turning to Christ 
after witnessing the brutality of extremist groups like ISIS, who carry out 
horrific acts in the name of Allah, Christian aid workers have revealed. 

A ministry leader in the Kurdish Region of Iraq told the Christian Aid 
Mission that his organization can barely keep up with the desire of refugees to 
learn about Christ and the Bible, which has grown increasingly strong since ISIS 
overtook many parts of the region. "They're just sick of Islam," he said. 


"People are very hungry to know about Christ, especially when they hear 
about miracles, healing, mercy and love." 


He added, "As terrifying and horrifying as ISIS is, they did us a great favor 
because they came and have shown them all the killing, saying that it's all in the 
Koran verses. So now we don't have to say much, we just say the truth." 


Numbers released by the UN in January estimated the Kurdish Region of 
Iraq is hosting 900,000 refugees, around 233,000 from Syria and the rest from 
elsewhere in Iraq. 


As well as Kurds, who have fled northern Syria, the region has also accepted 
thousands of Arabs feeling the cities of Anbar province, which the terrorist 
group captured in 2014. 


The ministry director revealed that his organization provides aid to displaced 
people in tents and whatever dilapidated or unfinished buildings they can find 
for shelter, with needs for blankets, heaters, food and diapers still being high. 

Many Muslims also in Syria converted to Christianity after they faced horror 
of Islamic State ISIS that occupy and destroy their country. Most of 
this Christians are accepting Christianity as a gratitude of Orthodox Christianity 
Russia and Putin's intervention that is portrayed in Syria as an savior that come 
to protect Syria and syrian people from terror of Islamic State ISIS. 

A lot of people respect very much their friends from Russia that is their main 
reason to accept Christianity that is way more peaceful religion 
that violent radical Islam that give them suffering, death and make 
them refugees in the world. 


35 Million Muslim Migrants May Set Sights On Europe 
21 Sept. 2015 


A Hungarian government official made an astounding prediction Friday that 
up to 35 million migrants could flood into Europe as part of a historic population 
shift, as yet another European country felt the pain. The comment from 
Hungary’s foreign minister came as Republicans in Congress have started 
signing on to a bill that would close the U.S. off to refugees for the foreseeable 
future, a direct counter-punch to President Obama’s plan to bring in 85,000 
foreign refugees next year, including 10,000 from ISIS controlled territory in 
Syria. But time is running out for Europe, where the days of debating policy in a 
crisis-free environment are over. First Serbia and Hungary, then Germany and 
now Croatia have watched what many are now calling an invasion of migrants 
bullying their way across sovereign borders, many of them young men carrying 
false identification or no identification at all. 

Major media outlets such as the BBC, CNN and NBC continue to paint the 
crisis as a spontaneous event caused by people “fleeing conflicts in Syria, Iraq 
and Afghanistan,” as the BBC reported. But those conflicts have been going on 
for years and the war-refugee narrative was refuted by a former Egyptian 
military officer in an interview with WND earlier this week. The surge at 
Croatia’s border started after Hungary closed off its border three days ago. 

Thousands of migrants broke through Croatian police lines at Tovarnik and 
Bezdan, overwhelming the border patrol units who refrained from using non- 
lethal force, such as water cannons or tear gas. 

Croatia’s interior minister says the country is “absolutely full’ And 
Hungary’s foreign minister, Peter Szijjartd, told the Hungarian Times that 30 to 
35 million migrants could end up making the trip by sea and land to Europe 
from the destabilized Third World. 

“It’s a self delusion to call this situation a migration crisis; it is a massive 
migration of nations, with inexhaustible reserves,” Szijjarto told the newspaper. 
“T don’t think that the analysis results, stating that 30-35 million people out there 
could possibly become migrants, would be an exaggeration. 

“Libya, Yemen, Syria, Iraq and Afghanistan are all countries with a huge 
population and an extremely unstable situation.” 


1971 Bangladesh genocide 


In 1971, Muslims murdered 2.4 million Hindus and raped 200,000 
Hindu women 


Will the Muslim violence against the Indian people, and the contamination of 
barbaric Islamic ideals blended into their culture, ever end? The Christians and 
Hindus are the largest victims of perpetual Islamic invasions and violence 
lasting for more than 1000 years. Muhammad Ali Jinna, a member of the 
Indian National Congress and later of the All-India Muslim League (a Khilafat 
movement that also germinated the Palestine conflict), demanded a two-state 
partition, creating the Lahore Resolution, which formed the separate creation of 
Pakistan. 

This partition of people created a domino effect of other tensions and 
problems spreading from Khalistan to Bangladesh, to Kashmir, to Balochistan 
and to continued terrorism and tension existing even today. The British tried to 
discourage Muhammad Ali Jinna against rallying for the partition and warned 
against it many times, which ended in riots, mass exodus, clashes and deaths of 
millions. The article covers a poorly exposed incident of Muslim massacres of 
Hindus that we never hear about. It’s a pity the article forms a common Hindu 
anti-Western mindset, and fails to acknowledge any attention to the simple fact 
that Britain saved India from Muslim rule. India would bend to Mecca today had 
it not been for the clever rulers of South India who formed an alliance with 
Britain for exclusive trade agreements which developed into British rule and the 
expulsion of Muslim rule and Sharia law. You never hear Indian people admit to 
this fact. Instead they are focused purely on anti-Western rhetoric. It’s not 
Britain who destroyed India. It’s Islam that looted, massacred and destroyed 
Indian culture from within. Muslim terrorism, attacks, tensions continue in India 
to this day. 


Understanding Islamic violence; how to defend our freedoms 
Interview by People of Shambhala. 


In the wake of renewed violence against Hindus in Pakistan, and with more 
than 100 Hindu families seeking asylum in India, Director of the Canadian 
Hindu Advocacy group spoke to People of Shambhala. Mr. Banerjee talks 
about the background to the conflict, and why Pakistan was created in 1947. 
Why the West should include Hinduism, not just the “Judeo-Christian” tradition. 
And he also discusses Islam and violence against Hindus and the West, and how 
we can defend our values and freedoms. 


PoS: At the moment about 100 Hindu families are seeking asylum in India, from 
Pakistan, and are claiming discrimination and violence. There were four 
doctors murdered on the first day of Eid, and, I think, a Sikh was stabbed as 
well. Can you tell us a little about that situation? 


RB: Sure. The situation is very natural. Most people don’t understand what 
Pakistan is. Pakistan is a country that was formed for the Muslims. India is a 
multi-ethnic country for everybody. So Pakistan was formed with the very 
idea that the only people that should be in Pakistan are Muslims. There is 
nothing strange about what’s going on in Pakistan today. It’s being going on 
for a long time. 

At independence Pakistan’s population was about ten percent Hindu and 
Sikh. Now it’s less than one percent. So the question is where did that nine 
percent go? Well, they were either ethnically cleansed, driven away, or 
slaughtered in large numbers in the 1971 war between India and Pakistan. In 
East Pakistan an estimated 2.4 million Hindus were slaughtered in just one 
year, and hundreds of thousands of Hindu women were raped. 

There is nothing surprising about any of this because Islam was introduced 
into the Asian subcontinent with the objective of occupying and 
exterminating the Hindus. According to the historian William Durant, and 


other historians, an estimated 80 million Hindus were killed, were 
slaughtered, and thousands and thousands of Hindu temples were smashed, 
and mosques were built on top of them. The Muslims of India tried very hard 
over the period of their 700 years [of occupation] to wipe out the Hindus. But 
there was resistance from some of the Hindu kingdoms. They never had full 
control over India so they were unable to achieve that goal. But that’s the 
eternal goal. According to Islam, Hinduism is the lowest form of life on the 
planet. Because Hindus, according to them, they’re polytheistic, they believe 
in multiple gods. They believe we worship idols, and idol worship is a sin in 
Islam. 


PoS: One thing that has struck me is just the extent of the attacks on Hindus, 
Buddhists, Yazidis, Zoroastrians, Kalash. Yet we don’t hear anything about 
this. You mentioned the war of 71; 2.4 million dead, 200,000 Hindu women 
raped, but we don’t hear anything about that in the West. 


RB: No you don’t, because there’s a systematic effort by Muslims and 
petrodollars to cover it up. The reason you don’t hear about it is because they 
make tremendous effort to silence it. 


PoS: In all fairness, some Middle Eastern newspapers that probably cater mostly 
to Muslims have covered some of it, but you don’t seem to find it in the West, 
which is even more incredible. Why do you think Western journalists won’t 
cover something like that? The West always portrays itself as caring about 
minorities and being the people that always stand up to stop genocide, and 
that are always campaigning against violence against minorities. But nothing. 


RB: This may offend you a little bit. 

PoS: It won’t [laughs]. 

RB: It probably will [laughs]. But, it’s because the West have been hypocrites. 
PoS: Yeah. 


RB: If you look at Britain, for example, when they went to India they did not 
stop genocide or massacres, they expedited them. They actually supported the 
Muslims against the Hindus, helped them to perpetrate massacres. In terms of 
the establishment of the state of Pakistan, if you read people like William 
Dalrymple, a British historian, it becomes quite clear that the British 
encouraged the creation of Pakistan in order to divide the [anti-colonial] 


independence movement. [Dalrymple’s theories are inaccurate and merely 
theories. The Britain discouraged against the partition of India, but the 
decision was created by Indian-Muslim voters themselves spearheaded by 
Muhammad Ali Jinna] 


PoS: Do you think there is still a kind of colonial residue in the atmosphere. Do 
you think there is some kind of patronizing attitude in the media? Is that why 
we don’t see atrocities reported? 

I’ve heard this question before. That it’s a form of racism that they don’t 
condemn Muslims for their human rights violations is because they are non- 
Western and [therefore] they are expected to be barbaric. There might be 
some of that, but these days it’s rather more a culture of fear. I mean, if you 
publish a cartoon of Mohammed, even if you’re in the West, you get 
threatened, and you possibly get killed, and you have riots going on. So now 
it’s more of a culture of fear. 


PoS: On that note, Subramanian Swamy, the Hindu professor at Harvard, was 
fired because he wrote an article on how to wipe out Islamic terror [in India]. 
I read it. I didn’t find it shocking... I suppose [at the most controversial point] 
he’s saying that non-Hindus would have to appreciate their Hindu roots or 
they wouldn’t be allowed to vote. What was your take on his article and on 
his being fired? 


RB: The article was a hundred percent correct. He did not say — as has been 
claimed — that all non-Hindus should be forced to convert to Hinduism or 
anything like that. He didn’t even say that non-Hindus should be oppressed or 
treated badly within India. He just said they should have a respect for 
Hinduism, and that they should acknowledge the proper history, especially 
the history of the Muslims in India. There was no such thing as Islam in India 
before about 1,000 AD. Muslims invaded and forcibly converted millions of 
Hindus to Islam. That’s just a historical fact. And that they should 
acknowledge that historical fact. 


PoS: Why is it when it comes to Islam, we don’t stick for minorities? We don’t 
stick up for women’s rights? We don’t stick up for gay rights? All the things 
that we would stand up for at any other time. 


RB: It’s a combination of different things. Political correctness is part of it, but 
it’s not the whole explanation. It’s more a simple combination of fear and 
bribery. In many cases it’s just the money and influence pouring in from the 
Middle East demanding that no negative aspects of Islam be spoken about. 
It’s the carrot and the stick, the carrot being the money being the money 
flowing in from petrodollars, and the stick being [the fear of] rioting and 
beheading over a cartoon or any slight to Islam. 


PoS: In 2008, there was the Mumbai attacks. A couple of things about that were 
striking. One thing was the way the Western media covered it. If memory 
serves me correctly — and I think it does — it was implied that the attacks in 
Mumbai were against essentially Western targets, such as the Taj Mahal 
Hotel. Do you think they were going after Western targets or do you think 
there was another incentive? 


RB: Well, most of the people that were killed were Hindus. So, I wouldn’t call 
them Western targets... again it’s the stupidity of the West, reporting it in this 
way... It’s not necessarily the case that they [the terrorists] were trying to kill 
as many White people, or White tourists, as possible. They just wanted to 
attack the most visible, or the wealthiest, or the most high profile, targets. 
Those aren’t Western targets. The only target that they went out of their way 
to attack that was not related to Hinduism was the synagogue, the Jewish 
target. 


PoS: You probably follow what is going on in Europe, where we hear a lot of 
calls for sharia. And some people are trying to defend liberal democracy, but 
they don’t always seem to know what they’re defending. You believe that 
Hindu values and the values of liberal democracy and modernity are the 
same. Can you tell me what those would be? 


RB: The one mistake that Westerners all make — including conservatives — is 
that they define Western values and the values of liberal democracy strictly as 
Judeo-Christian. And I don’t think that’s the case. I believe Hindu values 
have to be included in that as well because India is the world’s largest 
democracy and it’s 80 percent Hindu, so how can it just be Judeo-Christian. 
Most people will tell you that it [democracy] comes from the British, which is 
obnoxious and insulting and racist. I would think that you should want to give 
credit to the people of that country rather than to an invasive force a hundred 
years ago. 

The values of democracy are more in tune with Hinduism than with many, 
many, many other faith traditions, because if you look at Hinduism there was 
an openness — the ability of people within Hinduism to have different gods, 
multiple deities, and to worship as they please... The ability to allow this 
freedom, to worship as one pleased without being excommunicated or called 


a heretic, that’s one of the factors that makes Hinduism a more democratic 
religion than many others. 

When people say that the West is a result of Judeo-Christian civilization, 
it’s also a combination of that and Socrates, Aristotle, and others, and they 
were in pre-Christian times, and they were not Jewish either. They were part 
of a faith that was somewhat similar to Hinduism in the sense that it had 
multiple gods. I think, on the one hand, it’s difficult because, it [the 
conception of democracy and the West] has to be more inclusive; it can’t be 
just Judeo-Christian. You’ve got to embrace some of those other traditions as 
well. On the other hand let’s not start saying Islam had something to do with 
it as well; [because] no it didn’t. 


PoS: Are there historical links between the ancient Greeks and Hinduism? 


RB: I’m not a historian, so I’m not a hundred percent certain, but some of the 
words and names... Sanskrit is the original Indo-European language... so 
there are some similarities between ancient Greek and Sanskrit. 


PoS: Yes, that’s from Indo-European. Proto-Indo-European is the root of many 
European languages and Indian as well. And some of the ancient Greeks were 
influenced by Buddhism as well, so there must be some links [to Hinduism]. 


RB: Yeah, yeah, I understand there were. There must be some linkages. 


PoS: That would be pretty interesting [to research into]. Sort of on that note, 
today we have a lot of Christian groups that embrace interfaith dialogue with 
Islam, and they have imams up on stage, and it’s all very lovey-dovey. Yet 
they react hysterically to New Age spirituality — which is a very pacifistic 
form of spirituality — but they are extraordinary hysterical about that and 
think it’s all Satan. It strikes me, whether you like it or not, New Ageism is a 
big part of Western culture and has been for some time. They’re obviously 
frightened by it, and think it’s going to destroy civilization. But, I don’t know 
if you know this, but Hindu nationalism and Buddhist nationalism [and anti- 
colonialism] were partly revived — or were encouraged to be revived — 
through a couple of Western proto-New Age people of the Theosophical 
Society. 


RB: Yes, I heard about that... the Theosophical Society in Calcutta. 


PoS: Related to that, do you think we should be forming alliances between 
Hindus, and people who practice Yoga, and spiritual people, and then 
Christians and Jews and Zoroastrians? 


RB: Yes, I think Hinduism, and Buddhism, and Zoroastrianism, are a better fit 
for Western democracy and liberalism than Islam. I think maybe why some 
Christians feel kinship with Islam is that — for example, with the Inquisition — 
Christianity has behaved more like Islam than the peaceful, tolerant, Hindus 
and the Buddhists...[*this is a lack of historic accuracy. Christian history is 
filled with battles against Islamic invasions and barbarity]. I think you need a 
combination of tolerance and as strength. You shouldn’t tolerate the 
intolerant. 


PoS: No. 


RB: Maybe if you could meld together the toughness of Christianity with some 
of the tolerance of Hinduism and Buddhism, and form an alliance, you may 
be able to get the elusive Holy Grail that everyone seems to be looking for, 
which is how to be strong enough to deter [political] Islam, while not 
sacrificing our values and principles of liberalism and human rights and 
democracy. 


ISIS has its eyes set on Canada 
Postmedia Network 
29 Feb. 2016 


Prime Minister Justin Turdeau’s Liberal government may be less concerned 
about the threat posed to Canada by the Islamic State of Iraq and Syria than the 
previous Conservative government, but it’s clear the terrorists haven’t forgotten 
about us. 

Indeed, as Stewart Bell of the National Post reported Monday, Canadian 
authorities believe ISIS has formed a terrorist cell in Syria devoted to reaching 
out to potential English-speaking terrorists through social media, with a specific 
desk officer assigned to Canada. 

The advantage to ISIS of recruiting allies among natural born Canadians is 
obvious. 

It’s because spontaneous “lone wolf’ attacks by radicalized Canadians are far 
harder for our security forces to detect and prevent in advance than attacks by 
foreign fighters trying to sneak into Canada. 

All ISIS has to do is troll the Internet for Canadians whose Twitter or 
Facebook posts suggest, for whatever reason, a profound hatred for Canada, 
inciting them to act on these feelings and offering to help them do so. 


It doesn’t matter that the vast majority of these social media encounters 
between ISIS and deranged or hate-filled Canadians may come to nothing, or be 
intercepted by our security forces before an attack is actually carried out. 

All ISIS has to do is succeed one time in 100, or for that matter one time in 
1,000, for the operation to be deemed a success. 

Let’s not forget that one lone wolf Canadian-born terrorist, Michael Zehaf- 
Bibeau, not only murdered Cpl. Nathan Cirillo, who was standing ceremonial 
guard at the National War Memorial in Ottawa, but was only confronted and 
shot to death by security forces after he had entered the very heart of our 
democracy on Parliament Hill. 

In that context, we worry that Turdeau and the Liberals do not seem to be as 
concerned about these kinds of attacks, and the nature of the terrorist threat 
Canada faces, as they should be. 

We suggest they spend less time worrying about protecting the Canadian 
citizenship rights of dual citizens who are convicted of terrorism, and more 
about the threat posed by Canadians enticed into carrying out acts of violence 
against their own country by ISIS. 

After all, the primary duty of any Canadian government is to keep Canadians 
safe. 


Editorial Comment 


There is no doubt that Isis has its eyes on Canada, We have been threatened 
by them before. The last government understood what Islam is and what ISIS’s 
goals are. They had put some laws in place to protect Canada and Canadians 
which Trudeau and his Liberal government have repealed. Never has the door to 
infiltration of our government been so threatened and with it Canada and 
Canadians. Trudeau has 12-13 Islamic Moslems in his party and he has given a 
very dangerous position Parliamentary Secretary to the foreign minister to Omar 
Alghabra, a Saudi-born former president of the Canadian Arab Federation, (a 
group that is so anti-Semitic, it had its government funding cut off.) He was 
heard to happily exclaim “at his nomination meeting for Mississauga-Erindale, 
"this is a victory for Islam. Islam won. Islam won... Islamic power is extending 
into Canadian politics." In his position as Parliamentary Secretary to the foreign 
Minister he is in charge of our international consulates and in charge of 
Canadian government policy. Will this mean tens of thousands of other Muslim 
radicals will come to Canada in the name of refugees and the ones that are here 
and already involved in government positions of any type, work to further the 
cause of Islam? 


you vote to keep the government 


the same.as it has always been 


CORRUPTED. 


If you were playing a game with someone w 
continued to cheat, wouldn't you neauaite 


refuse to play with them anymore? 


Liberals formally double size of immigration program for parents 


and grandparents 
Stephanie Levitz , The Canadian Press 
Published Friday, 26 February 2016 


The Liberals have raised the cap on the number of applications the 
government will accept for the coveted parent and grandparent visa program. 


The immigration minister issued formal instructions Friday that this year and 
in each year going forward, 10,000 applications will be accepted, up from 5000 
in each of the previous two years. 

Raising the cap on applications was a promise the Liberals made during the 
election campaign. 

The move signals that the broader Liberal plan on how many immigrants 
Canada will accept in 2016 is likely nearing release, as Immigration Minister 
John McCallum had previously said the two were connected. 

The parent and grandparent visa program is one of the most popular 
immigration streams but in 2011, the previous Conservative government shut it 
down, citing problems with the program and a need to work through a massive 
backlog in applications. 

When they reopened the program in 2014, they made a number of changes, 
including increasing how much money someone is required to have before 
sponsoring a parent or grandparent, and how long that support must be 
guaranteed. 

But the most criticized step was a cap on new applications at 5000. The 
Liberals had promised to increase it during last year's campaign. 

They had signaled the move was coming in January, when rather than cutting 
off intake of new applications at 5000, they accepted over 14,000. 

The first 10,000 complete files will be processed on top of those already in 
the system. 

According to information on the Immigration Department's website, they are 
still working through files received before 4 Nov. 2011. 

"These instructions contribute to a strategy to facilitate family reunification 
and fulfill the Government of Canada's commitment to double new application 
intake to a maximum of 10,000 applications annually," say the ministerial 
instructions for the new cap, published online Friday afternoon. 

While the instructions change the cap, they don't change any other elements 
of the program, including the applications will be processed on a first-come, 
first-served basis. 

This has created a lucrative business for couriers who are charging hundreds 
of dollars to guarantee an application is first in the queue. 

After a public outcry earlier this year, McCallum had said he would look into 
if any changes could be made in future years, but noted the increased cap would 
ease some of the crunch. 

In 2014, the last year for which full figures are available, just over 18,000 
people were admitted into Canada under the program. 

How many people will actually come to Canada this year under the program 
will be contained in what's known as the immigration levels plan, a document 
the government is required to publish each year by Nov. 1*. 

Since the House of Commons was not sitting then because of the election, the 
Liberals now have until March 9" to publish the information. 


Editorial Comment 


The public outcry is coming mainly from one part of the world. People who 
have contributed zilch to our economy will be allowed to profit of our social 
programs. More old age pensioners... where are they going to get the money 
from? Forget ever collecting all those CCP contributions you paid into your 
whole working life people. It will be going to people who never worked a day in 
Canada. They have to get their OAP from somewhere and it will be from our 
pockets 

Why should we encourage grandparents and parents of immigrants into this 
country? What could they possibly have to offer? Other than expensive medical 
bills for our public system and "Old World Values." So, it has been said 
numerous times that the aging Canadian population will soon cause a "crisis" in 
health care, among other programs, and they want to import more? Life-long 
Canadians have paid for these programs in advance; imports just take advantage 
without having contributed anything. Good decision. 

Socialism has obviously spiraled out of control. Unfortunately for taxpayers 
all the damage will be done before those who voted Liberal wake up - not that 
voting any other way would have made a difference. What in our future will be 
called classic Turdeauism amounts to making taxpayers pay more and giving 
them absolutely no benefit for their added tax burden. Elderly immigrants, 
possibly in poor health, who won't even have to learn either of our official 
languages: how exactly do Canadians benefit from their coming to Canada? 

To Justin the rest of the world is a bottomless source of Liberal voters. He 
continues to import them at a frightening pace. Parents and grandparents too old 
to work, who can't speak English or French, will they ever contribute a penny of 
tax to the Canadian kitty? No, we will all get to chip in to pay for their share. 
4 more years of this. Justin is right: you won't recognize Canada by then. 

Every single day there is another story about how the Liberals intend to 
bankrupt us. I want to see the promises to reinstate age 65 retirement and 
reforms to the electoral system, so 39% of voters can't give incompetent 
governments a majority, are being kept. I suspect those are the promises that 
wont be kept because they might actually benefit Canadians! 

A great many of parents and grandparents obtain residency then after a few 
months in Canada, return to their home countries and only resurface for short 
visits, to collect pension and benefits, or when they are sick and need health 
care. This category should come with more robust financial obligations for 


sponsors and limitations on social benefits proportional to taxes paid and years 
of residency. 
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Turdeau Changing Canada One Immigrant at a Time 


PM Turdeau and his Liberal government just can’t move fast enough to 
remove the changes that the Harper government had put in place to protect 
Canada and its citizens and to keep Canadian values. With every bill repeal they 
are stripping Canadian cultures, traditions and values. Turdeau keeps tell us 
about his “vision” for Canada and that he and his government will show the 
world “that Canada is back.” His “vision” of Canada is not how Canadians see 
Canada or worked to build and safe guard for ourselves and our children. With 
majority that 39.6 % of Canadians gave Turdeau, they have allowed him to 
become a dictator “change Canada” alright. “Change Canada” to a country that 
is not like the country that our ancestors built, a country that “we, the citizens” 
won’t recognize and DO NOT WANT. There has got to be a way to remove him 
from office, let’s find it and remove him before he destroys our country. 

McCallum wants to remove the wait for permanent resident status because it 
makes spouses, mostly women, too dependant on their husbands. Does anyone 
see the stupidity and irony of this change? We will give immediate permanent 
resident status to these women “for their protection,” while repealing the 
“Barbaric Practices Law” that allows female genital mutilation, 
forced child marriages and honor killings. Oh yes, Turdeau and his 
Liberal government is protecting women and children, Do you think? NDP 
Immigration critic Jenny Kwan supports this change claim that marriage fraud 
can be found and addressed if Immigration officials undertake due diligence 
before approving a spouse’s application. Another stupid and _ ridiculous 
statement from the NDP. With the rush that the Liberals are putting on getting 
these immigrants and refugees into Canada, there is no “due diligence” in any 
part of application, whether it’s for the approval of terrorists or fake spouse 
applications 


Immigration Minister John McCallum says he’s planning on introducing 
changes in the “next couple of months” that will grant permanent resident status 
to the sponsored spouses of so-called Canadians, immediately, upon arriving in 
Canada. 

“When spouses come in now, they don’t immediately become permanent 
residents; there’s a two-year period where they are not yet permanent residents,” 
Mr. McCallum (Markham-Thornhill, Ont.) said in an interview with The Hill 
Times. “We said in our platform that we will end that so that they will become 
permanent residents on arrival.” 

Currently, sponsored spouses of Canadians receive conditional permanent 
residency upon arrival in Canada and have to wait for two years to obtain 
permanent-resident status. If the relationship breaks down, the sponsored 
spouse’s permanent residency can be revoked. Spouses holding conditional 
permanent resident status enjoy the same rights and benefits as any other 
permanent resident. 

The Conservatives introduced the conditional permanent-resident provision in 
2012 to address the issue of marriage fraud. 

Since becoming the immigration minister in November, a number of Liberal 
MPs in ridings with large visible-minority populations have been asking Mr. 
McCallum (Markham-Thornhill, Ont.) to take immediate measures to make the 
application processing time of family sponsorship applications faster. Most MPs 
representing major urban centers from all parties say that issues related to 


immigration, refugees and citizenship account for 70 to 80 per cent of their 
constituency work. 

Mr. McCallum, whose riding has the third-highest percentage of visible 
minority population at 82%, said that he finds it “abominable” that it takes 
almost two years for the spousal immigration applications to be processed, and 
after arriving in Canada, another two years to receive permanent-resident status. 
He said that his department is working on coming up with plans to speed up the 
application processing times. Mr. McCallum did not offer a specific target 
timeframe for reducing the application processing times, but said that it will be 
brought down “radically.” 

Rookie Liberal MP Gary Anandasangaree (Scarborough-Rouge Park, Ont.), 
a human rights lawyer and community activist, described Mr. McCallum’s 
promise to eliminate the two-year wait for sponsored spouses to receive the 
permanent residency as “a great step.” He said that one of the negative affects of 
this two-year wait is that it makes sponsored spouses, especially women, 
vulnerable and overly dependent on their sponsoring spouse. 

“There’s a lot of vulnerability, particularly with women who come here, 
sponsored by their spouse,” Mr. Anandasangaree said, whose riding has a 70.2% 
visible minority population. 

NDP Immigration critic Jenny Kwan (Vancouver East, B.C.) said she 
supports Mr. McCallum’s intention to grant permanent residency to sponsored 
spouses immediately. She conceded that some people commit marriage fraud 
but added that this issue could be addressed if Immigration officials undertake 
due diligence before approving a spouse’s application. 

McCallum also said he is also looking into the issue of finding a solution for 
undocumented residents, but declined to give a deadline. 

In interviews last week, Liberal MPs said that the government should also 
address the issue of undocumented people living in Canada without any legal 
status. They said that these people are a vulnerable segment of our society and 
the government should chart a way forward for them. 
Mr. McCallum last week declined to say if amnesty would be part of the 
solution. 

“That’s an issue we are looking at. We certainly haven’t come to any such 
decision, but we’re looking at it,’ Mr. McCallum said. 

Meanwhile, Mr. McCallum introduced Bill C-6, An Act to amend the 
Citizenship Act, last week, which will bring several changes in citizenship law 
including repealing the government’s power to revoke citizenship from dual 
citizens convicted of terrorism. 

The Stephen Harper (Calgary Heritage, Alta.) Conservative government had 
obtained this authority in 2014 through changes in the Citizenship Act under 
controversial Bill C-24, the Strengthening of Canadian Citizenship Act. In 
this bill, the Conservatives also added a English or French language proficiency 
test as a prerequisite to receive Canadian citizenship, in addition to the 
knowledge test for individuals between the ages of 14 and 64. Mr. McCallum, 
last week, announced that the language and knowledge tests will remain in place 
but only for those 18 to 54. 
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'T'll do my damned duty on refugees,’ says Merkel as it emerges 


nine out of ten Germans want limits on migrants coming to country 
By Jennifer Newton for MailOnline 
Published: Monday 29 February 2016 


Angela Merkel was tackled on migration while appearing on German TV 
She declared it was her ‘damned duty' to help refugees coming to Europe 
Came as new poll showed nearly all Germans want a cap on migration 
But Merkel said she would be standing by her policy of not having a cap 


Angela Merkel has declared she will carry out her 'damned duty' to help 
refugees despite a poll suggest nine out of ten Germans want a limit on 
migrants entering the country. 

The German chancellor appeared on TV in the country last night and was 
pressed hard on the issue of the migration crisis and how it is affecting Europe. 

It came on the same day a new poll was released with only 11% of 
respondents in Germany saying they didn't want a cap on migrants coming into 
the country. 

And despite being questioned on her stance on not limiting the number of 
refugees, she said it was the only way to solve the crisis. 

Speaking to ARD Television's Anne Will, she said: 'My damn duty and 
obligation consists of finding a collective way for this Europe (to address the 
crisis)." 

And later on in her appearance, when the German leader was confronted 
about angry mobs opposing refugees arriving in their towns, she said that the 
country’ constitution's most sacred principle was that ‘human dignity is 
inviolable.’ 

She added: 'These are citizens who are doing something that I deeply reject.’ 

Her appearance came as a nationwide poll also suggested that 38% of 
Germans agreed that a cap should be set on the number of asylum seekers at 
200,000 a year. 

Meanwhile 21% of respondents said Germany should take in no migrants. 

In the interview, Merkel was also tackled on Greece and said that the EU 
cannot allow Greece, a country bailed out from its huge debt crisis, to plunge 
into 'chaos' by shutting European borders to refugees. 

She added: 'Do you seriously believe that all the euro states that last year 
fought all the way to keep Greece in the Eurozone - and we were the strictest - 
can one year later allow Greece to, in a way, plunge into chaos?’ 

Merkel also criticized the move by Austria and several Balkan countries to 
introduce border controls or cap daily migrant arrivals, creating a bottleneck in 
Greece as refugee boats continue to arrive from Turkey. 

She explained: "What has happened is exactly what we feared, that a country 
is now left alone with its problems, and we can't allow. 

Anger has been building in Greece, the European gateway for hundreds of 
thousands of migrants, after Vienna introduced a daily cap on asylum 
applications and four Balkan countries, Macedonia, Serbia, Croatia and 
Slovenia, tightened entry conditions. 

Germany last year took in over one million asylum seekers, more than half 
from war-torn Syria, Iraq and Afghanistan, leaving Merkel exposed to rising 
criticism at home as well as from many EU partners. 

Merkel said Germany's responsibility was 'not to solve the problem at the 
expense of another country but together with other countries. 

She said: 'That's what we did in the euro crisis and that's what we have to do 
in the refugee crisis." 


Turdeau gives would-be beheader his Canadian citizenship 
28 February 2016 


The Canadian government under the Liberal party and Prime Minister Justin 
Turdeau has submitted an amendment to the citizenship law for approval to the 
parliament, which among other things determines that Canadian citizenship 
will not be stripped from terrorists. 

In the previous government under Prime Minister Stephen Harper, the law 
was modified granting the federal government the authority to negate the 
citizenship of those holding dual citizenship who were convicted of serious 
crimes, such as terror, espionage, treason and attacking Canadian security 
forces. 

According to the planned change in the Canadian law terrorist Zakaria 
Amara, a Jordanian who was raised in Saudi Arabia and Cyprus before 
immigrating to Canada in 1997, will receive his Canadian citizenship back. 

Amara is currently serving a life sentence for planning to detonate truck 
bombs in downtown Toronto during rush hour and to behead the prime minister. 
The Al Qaeda inspired terror cell he founded was nabbed just before blowing up 


truck bombs in 2006 near the Toronto Stock Exchange and CN Tower, with an 
Ontario military base also on their list of targets. 

The new law will also let off the hook nine terrorists who were warned their 
citizenship would be revoked. 

What do you think? 


From: It’s All About Muhammad, A 
Biography of the World’s Most Notorious 
Prophet. Visit: www.zengabooks.com 


This is Mohammed. Mohammed is Islam. 


Teenage girls stoned to death by ISIS...for being in the VICINITY 
of men 


Islamic State (ISIS) barbarians have stoned two girls to death just for being 
in the presence of men, it emerged today. 
By Nick Gutteridge 
Fri, 26 Feb 2016 


The sick Jihadis executed the teenagers and flogged two young men after the 
four were found together in a house. 

They accused the girls, 17-year-old Hasna and Madiha (16) of committing 
adultery simply because they were in the same vicinity as members of the 
opposite sex. 

A Sharia court ruled the pair should be sentenced to death, and they were 
stoned in front of a baying crowd in the Syrian city of Deir ez-Zor. 

Two older men were then sentenced to 50 lashes - also in public - after being 
identified by the sham court as Abu Zubair al-Idlbi and Maher Hameed. 

The shocking incident is just the latest sick killing carried out by ISIS, which 
is going to increasingly desperate lengths to impose its twisted ideology on 
terrified locals. 

According to local activists the two girls did not know the men they were 
found with, which is what led to the accusation of adultery. 

Local activist Anmed Ramadan told ARA News: "The execution took place 
in the Hamidiya district of Deir ez-Zor on Tuesday afternoon, where hundreds 
of people gathered to witness the stoning of the two young girls. 

"The decision of the Sharia Court raised the anger of Deir ez-Zor's residents, 
who considered it unfair to kill the two girls by stoning and merely flog the men 
and set them free." 

Last week the maniac Jihadis executed four women in the same way for 
"committing adultery" after they were raped by ISIS fighters. 

The victims were arrested even though corrupt Jihadi militants are said to 
have caught them being abused during a raid in the Iraqi city of Mosul. 

They too were brought before a terrorist sharia court which ordered them to 
be publicly executed without giving any details about their alleged abusers. 

The four women were stoned to death in front of a large crowd, according to 
local sources. 

Media activist Abdullah al-Malla said: "The four women were most likely 
exposed to sexual abuse at the hands of ISIS militants before being driven out of 
their homes and transferred to the Sharia Court. 

"Apparently, the victims had been raped by ISIS Jihadis and then stoned to 
death on charges of committing adultery." 


Liberals spend $3.5M in government advertising in first 4 months 


Veterans Affairs spent $2.26M in ads to honour Canada's servicemen and 
women ahead of Remembrance Day 
By Susana Mas, CBC News 
29 Feb. 2016 


Justin Turdeau's Liberals spent $389,750 in internet advertising to urge 
Canadians to welcome Syrian refugees. 
(Nathan Denette/Canadian Press) 


The Liberal government has spent approximately $3.5 million in advertising 
since coming into power, with most departments choosing to purchase internet 
advertising over TV ads in prime time. 

The government ads were purchased by six departments within the first 100 
days of Justin Turdeau's Liberals being sworn into office on Nov. 4°, 
said Michéle LaRose, a media relations spokesperson with Public Services and 
Procurement Canada in respond to a query by CBC News. 

The previous Conservative government spent a total of $68.7 million in 
advertising in 2014-15. 

Veterans Affairs Canada was responsible for the bulk of the new spending 
and was the only department to spend money on TV ads, with an estimated total 
media ad buy of $2.26 million. 

The department purchased internet, television and out-of-home advertising to 
honour and remember Canada's servicemen and women in the lead-up to 
Remembrance Day on Nov. 11thIn its ongoing efforts to recruit new Canadians 
to join its depleting ranks, National Defence spent an estimated $454,000 on 
internet advertising to encourage millennials to consider a career in the 
Canadian Armed Forces. 

That also included internet ads "to recruit for various specialized positions in 
the Forces," LaRose said. 

With the government committed to resettling 25,000 Syrian refugees by 
March 1, the Department of Immigration, Refugees and Citizenship purchased 
internet advertising at an approximate cost of $389,750 to urge Canadians to 
welcome Syrian refugees to Canada. 

A cap on ad spending? 

The Liberals pledged in their election platform to ban "partisan" government 
ads and appoint an advertising commissioner to help the auditor general oversee 
government advertising. 

The Canadian Taxpayers Federation, which has long been a vocal critic of 
governing parties using taxpayer dollars to fund partisan ads, is supportive of the 
new government's pledge. 

Aaron Wudrick, the federal director of the CTF, said while the majority of the 
ads approved by the Turdeau government don't appear to be partisan in nature, 
sometimes it's easy to blur the lines between politics and policy. 

"I don't think any of these jumped out at me as overtly partisan but it's kind of 
subjective that's why we want to have a body like the auditor general or an 
advertising commissioner make that decision," Wudrick said in a phone 
interview with CBC News on Monday. 

Wudrick questioned, for instance, the need to spend millions on ads ahead of 
Remembrance Day. "That's obviously a very important day... but it's not clear to 
me what the policy purpose of that is." 

According to Wudrick, the government should also consider how much 
spending on ads is "necessary and appropriate," particularly given the country's 
deteriorating fiscal outlook. 

With the federal budget scheduled for tabling on March 22", Wudrick said 
he'll be watching to see if the government will commit to putting a cap on total 
ad spending. 

Public Services and Procurement Canada spent an estimated $150,000 in 
internet advertising to promote a government initiative known as the Language 
Portal of Canada. The website is part of the Canadian government's commitment 
to promote both official languages. 

Health Canada spent an estimated $110,000 in internet advertising to promote 
the health risks associated with the seasonal flu and approximately $115,000 in 
internet advertising to recruit nurses for positions in First Nations and Inuit 
communities on reserve. 

Justice Canada spent the least of the six departments, with an ad buy of some 
$32,000 in internet advertising by the external panel to consult Canadians on the 
implementation of physician-assisted dying. 

The panel, which was established in 2015 under the previous Conservative 
government, made public its report in January 2016. A special joint committee 
of MPs and Senators followed the external panel with their own consultations 
and issued its final report on Thursday. 

The Immigration Department also purchased $2.69 million in print 
and internet advertising to raise awareness aboutnew Electronic Travel 
Authorization entry requirement which visa-exempt foreign nationals will 
need to fly to Canada starting on March 15. "These ads and the budget were 
approved by the previous government," said LaRose in an email to CBC News. 

The Prime Minister's Office could not say when the government plans 
to appoint an advertising commissioner, only that it will update Canadians 
"soon." 

"We remain committed to ending partisan government advertising," said 
PMO spokesman Cameron Ahmad in an email to CBC News. 


The Office of the Auditor General told CBC News while there has been some 
consultation with the government, no decisions have been made. 

"We have never overseen government advertising, but we can audit 
advertising programs and spending if we so choose," said Ghislain Desjardins, a 
spokesperson for the auditor general's office. 

Desjardins said the last time the auditor general performed an audit of 
advertising activities by the government was in 2007. 


Incest and necrophilia 'should be legal’ according to youth branch 
of Swedish Liberal People's Party 


‘Incest can be considered unusual and disgusting, but the law cannot stem 
from it being disgusting' 


Lizzie Dearden, Elsa Vulliamy 
Wednesday 24 February 2016 


Incest between siblings and necrophilia should be legalized, a branch of the 
Swedish Liberal People's Party has argued. 

The Stockholm branch of the party's youth wing (LUF) voted on the 
controversial motion at its annual meeting on Sunday. 

It called for the repeal of several laws to make consensual sex 
between brothers and sisters aged over 15 legal, as well as allowing people to 
"bequeath" their bodies for intercourse after death without fearing the 
perpetrator would be prosecuted. 

Cecilia Johnsson, president of LUF Stockholm, told Aftonbladet counter- 
incest legislation amounted to “morality law’, adding: “These laws protect no 
one right now”. 

“T understand that [incest] can be considered unusual and disgusting, but the 
law cannot stem from it being disgusting”. 

The LUF also voted to support the legalization of sexual acts with a corpse, 
on the condition that the person consented while they were still alive. 

Ms Johnsson said: “You should get to decide what happens to your body after 
you die, and if it happens to be that someone wants to bequeath their body to a 
museum or for research, or if they want to bequeath to someone for sex, then it 
should be okay.” 

The central Liberal People's Party disagreed, however, with spokesperson 
Adam Alfredsson telling Expressen the proposals were “nothing like the mother 
party endorses.” 

“Incest is and should remain illegal,” he added. “We think it will continue to 
be illegal to use a dead man’s body in [a sexual] way.” 

Meanwhile, a former Swedish Liberal MP, Carl B Hamilton, took to 
Facebook to dismiss the youth wing's proposals as a publicity stunt concocted by 
"nitwits". 


SUF Stockholm president Cecilia Johnsson LUF 


The Independent has contacted Ms Johnsson for a response. 

It is not the first time similar proposals have been raised in Europe. 

In 2014, the German Ethics Council also called for an end to the 
criminalization of incest between siblings, after examining the case of a man 
who was jailed for having four children with his sister. 

The council argued that the risk of disability in children was not sufficient to 
warrant a law putting couples in “tragic situations”, and that decriminalizing 
incest would not fuel the spread of the “very rare’ practice. 

“The majority of the German Ethics Council is of the opinion that it is not 
appropriate for a criminal law to preserve a social taboo,” a statement said. 

A spokeswoman for Angela Merkel's CDU party dismissed the possibility of 
abolishing criminal punishment at the time. 


COVER UP 
These European leaders oppose Islamification -- but media won't 
report it 
By Victor Laszlo 
27 Feb. 2016 


There are many national leaders who clearly state demonstrable truths about 
the consequences of large numbers of supporters of Islamic doctrine living in 
Western democracies. But why do so few people ever get to hear what they say 
outside their own countries? 

When Germany's Angela Merkel makes a pro-Migrant statement, Western 
media can't broadcast it fast or favourably enough. 

But what about when say, the President of the Czech Republic, Milos 
Zeman, on Feb. 12 2016 made a clear and unambiguous statement about his less 
politically-correct beliefs and policies on Islamic immigration? 

"Islamic immigration is not possible to integrate and is not capable of being 
assimilated into European culture" 

Clearly there is interest. But why has it not been played on the CBC or BBC? 
Or any of the big American networks? 

Also the former president of the Czech Republic, Vaclav Klaus — one of the 
few world leaders with a background in the sciences and a Euro-skeptic, as well 
as having published a book on why the fiction of anthropogenic global warming 
is, in fact, a plot with which to attack free market economics and those nations 
that practice it — recently spoke about the migration crisis in Europe in factual 
terms. 

"The war has returned [...] but this time now it is war on our whole 
continent" 

This one is interesting. In Feb. 2016, the President of Finland, Sauli Niinisto, 
gave a speech to the Finnish parliament in which he clearly criticized mass 
immigration. The state broadcaster found what he said so objectionable, much 
like the CBC would have, that they actually cut the audio off the broadcast 
forcing listeners watching live to hear over one minute of nothing as they 
watched him speak. The public raised such an outcry that they ended up adding 
the missing audio to the archived footage. 

The current Czech president was questioned by a woman who owns a home 
in close proximity to a 'migrant' camp in the Czech republic. She asked why her 
country imports people who are making things difficult for the Czech locals. 

President Milo§ Zeman answers in part: "Integration is possible in cultures 
that are similar. [...] the experience of Western European countries which have 
ghettos where there are no-go zones and so on, demonstrate that the integration 
of a Muslim community is, in practice, not possible." 

Thilo Sarazin was on the board of Germany's Bundes Bank at the time he 
wrote his book on Islamic immigration and its likely consequences to Germany 
and the West. 

Prime Minister Robert Fico of Slovakia: "...the idea of a multicultural Europe 
has failed. [...] to minimize the risk of (terrorist) events like those in Paris or in 
Germany is to prevent the formation of a unified Islamic community in 
Slovakia." 

The Czech president explains that it is, in fact, the Muslim Brotherhood that 
is behind the mass migration of young, fighting-age males to Europe. 

If an election were held today, Geert Wilders, Leader of the People's 
Freedom Party in the Netherlands, would be Prime Minister. And I suspect by a 
wider margin than even the polls give him, given the people's reluctance to 
admit to pollsters that they are not Marxists. Geert sent out the following graphic 
to illustrate how liberal values should dominate Islamic ones. 

There are, in fact, a great deal of clear statements made by Dutch leaders, 
French, Belgian (Vlaams Belang) German and even American dignitaries such 
as Admiral Ace Lyons who speak in the plainest terms about the dangers of 
cultural-Marxism and Islamic influence but get no play in the MSM. 

Victor Orban, the president of Hungary, has made many speeches and given 
many interviews on the effects of mass migration on Hungary and Europe, 
especially Islamic immigration. Here he calls it "therule book 
of another world". 

So it is important to know as we are hammered with bad news from Europe, 
misinformation, disinformation and increased totalitarian information control, 
irrespective of the truth, that some leaders are speaking truth to politically- 
correct powers. 

It is equally important to recognize that official media, government sponsored 
for the most part like the BBC and CBC, quite deliberately do not 
broadcast these people or their opinions unless it cannot be avoided as 
everyone may be already familiar with one, in which case they will spin it and 
distort it and attack it as hard as they can. 

There are quite a few more leaders who speak out. Some in office and some 
who seek it and are close to achieving it, such as France's Marine Le Pen. 

As these leaders come to our attention, we will translate and post their words. 
But for the moment, the significant aspect is that they exist, but we are for the 
most part, being denied access. 

One is tempted to suspect that some kind of collusion is taking place denying 
us the basic ability to make free decisions based on the full spectrum of facts 
and information. How is this not a kind of leading edge totalitarianism based on 
information control, instead of the usual trailing edge one where you are tortured 
or 're-educated' for making the 'wrong' choices for yourself or your family? 


Editorial Comment 
Avi Levin, the “multi Islam” stage of denial, brings up every leftist meme on 


‘Islamophobia’ and decadent western, saying “Islam is Islam, and democracy is 
the train we will ride to conquest.” It is what it is and has been so for 1400 years. 


What we have here is the Canadian ‘Liberal elite" thought process, now solidly 
entrenched in the “Islamamour” fixation. I guess it is all so romantic to them, 
rather like a “midnight at the oasis” event, or Abdul A Bulbul Amir’ sort of 
thing. Also permits them to pander to their Pathological altruism and virtue 
signaling. 

Man we are in a deep pile of shit now. Thank our lucky stars for Hirsi Ally, 
what a gal and to Hell with chickenshit Brandeis University. 

These European leaders are telling it like it is aka the truth, even if it is 
unpopular and offensive to, as the Czech President calls them, “The 
Sunshiners.” He also points out that the feminists seem to pretty much okay with 
the way Muslim women are treated because they, like our own feminazis, don’t 
seem to comment on these men and their women. That would be getting into 
uncomfortable and indefensible territory. 

Nation-building relied on one thing and one thing only — securing the borders 
to create a secure environment for a people to live in and thrive. The West is 
blatantly diluting its military as seen in the Austrian Military video. Where 
Turdeau 1.0 left off, 2.0 is here to finish the job! 

Iam pleased that the Czech President recognizes that his duty is to secure his 
country, keep his people safe, and provide opportunity for those that wish to 
integrate and contribute to society; he doesn’t want economic migrants because 
he states they, like all Western states, have their own kind living off of the 
system. 

It should tell us a lot that 2 states that lived under communist rule can see the 
threat and want to act sovereignty against the insanity of EU quotas. There are 
still some leaders with balls. Having lived under former Soviet rule they 
recognize a threat to freedoms and institutions when they see it. Too long in 
comfort makes men weak and complacent. 

Then you got the rest of the ostrich fraternity like Merkel, Cameron, Obama 
and Turdeau that are banking on the destruction of the West merely as a social 
experiment. Like “the Obama administration is anti-American, anti-democratic, 
pro-Muslim, pro-Iran, and pro-Muslim Brotherhood” so has Turdeau embraced 
Obama as idol and mentor. 

I imagine Trump haters will have the exact same reaction to these European 
leaders because the truth can be a very ugly thing. 

I am glad to see that some leaders are coming to their senses, starting to 
realize that what is happening. Importing so called Refugees, is nothing more 
than Hijrah or Jihad by immigration. 

Leaders that allow this invasion to continue, are only doing so because they 
want to. In other words, they believe that their Country’s will be better of under 
Sharia Law and the Islamification of the population. It gives them strict control, 
that will likely end up as Dictatorship. 

Justin Turdeau is leading us down this path of destruction, he wants to, 
because of his delusions of grandeur. 

Most days it’s depressing to read the news. It’s become self-evident to 
anyone with even a modicum of awareness that we are living in an era of 
institutionalized fraud. We are confronted with institutionalized fraud daily — not 
just in banking/Wall St., but in politics and government, media, education and 
science, religion, commodities (food/energy/resources), even professional sport. 

What should bother us isn’t that fraud is immoral, or that fraud is deplorable 
— it’s that for fifteen thousand years of human/social development, fraud (and 
selfish short sighted thinking which condones it), has never, ever worked out 
well for the cultures it infects. Not once. Eventually everyone gets caught up in 
the catastrophe of a correction and things go very badly for all involved. When 
the hell did we forget all that? We have the benefit of 6000 years of historic 
record punctuated with the documented fallibility of fraudulence and fraudulent 
enterprise — yet we choose to accept contemporary institutional fraudulence 
because our arrogance tells us it will be “different for us” —we are special — our 
civilization will not be corroded by the fraud which we all are aware of at some 
level. I thought we were better than this, I really did. 

America, Europe, “the west” are in open decline precipitated by 
market/economic melt downs, leadership melt downs and cultural melt down — 
all because we believed we could build utopia by accepting the institutional 
narratives of fraud. This convinces me there is such a thing as cultural suicide. 

The opposition is out there, but they are drowned out by the Progressive- 
Sodomites. But in time, as the volume of attacks by Islamists heats up, and the 
people are left to their own devices to defend themselves, because the authorities 
are powerless to do anything, then you will see the politicians turn tail and run, 
like the cowards they are. Guess what? Islamists don’t vote, so they will 
discover that the pro-Islamist policies were for naught. I have no problem with 
any backlash against Islamists, violent or otherwise. When dealing with this 
threat, war will be necessary and it should be welcomed. As for these compliant 
pro-Islamist politicians, putting them against a wall and filling them with bullets 
is too good for them, but we can’t do anything worse. 

I stopped listening to multi millionaire socialists a long time ago. I find it 
funny that Avi Lewis’ grandfather was one of the founders of the NDP party yet 
his father Stephen Lewis (another staunch socialist NDPer) made sure that they 
lived in a mansion in Forest Hill and he attended Upper Canada College with all 
of the other sons of Canada’s wealthy and elite. Talk about hypocrites. 


Mark Zuckerberg: German Refugee Policies ‘Inspiring,’ U.S. 


Should ‘Follow Their Lead’ 
By Pamela Geller 
29 February 2016 


Perhaps Zuckerberg should follow Merkel to Germany and live as a Jew 
among the Muslim migrants who he finds so inspiring. 

My posts on Facebook have been blocked, as have those of Robert Spencer’s 
Jihad Watch. Many of you have written me and complained. My Page has close 
to 300,000 followers. It’s a critical means to communicate what the media 
won’t, which is why they’ve blocked me. I’ll wait it out. We need Facebook. 
But I will call out Zuckerberg for the pathetic tool that he is. 

Mark Zuckerberg praised Germany for their “inspiring” refugee policies 
during a visit to the country and reiterated his commitment to combating “hate 
speech” on Facebook. 

Speaking at a town hall event in Berlin, the 31-year old billionaire said 
German leadership in the refugee crisis has been “inspiring” and a “role model 
for the world.” 

“T hope other countries follow Germany’s lead on this,” he added. “I hope the 
U.S. follows Germany’s lead on this.” 

Speaking at the same event, Zuckerberg also emphasized his commitment to 
tackling “hate speech” on Facebook. 

“Hate speech has no place on Facebook and in our community,” he said. 
“Until recently in Germany I don’t think we were doing a good enough job, and 
I think we will continue needing to do a better and better job.” 

Zuckerberg added that the company would place a special priority on tackling 
hate speech against migrants. Facebook’s policies, he said, would “now include 
hate speech against migrants as an important part of what we just now have no 
tolerance for.” 

Germany has been exerting considerable pressure on Facebook to co-operate 
with them to remove alleged “hate speech” against migrants on the platform. In 
September, German chancellor Angela Merkel was caught on tape at a luncheon 
event pressing Zuckerberg on the issue. 

Since then, Facebook has dramatically expanded its anti-hate speech efforts, 
launching a new initiative to combat “racist and xenophobic” material on social 
media alongside European NGOs this January. Facebook is also cooperating 
with a task force set up by the Germany Justice Ministry to hunt down alleged 
racists on the platform. 

The Germany government is taking a hard line against online critics of its 
refugee policies. In September, it emerged that the government had hired an 
organization led by a former Stasi agent to patrol Facebook for allegedly 
xenophobic comments. 

With discontent at Angela Merkel’s refugee policies — which the Gatestone 
Institute links directly to the rape epidemic currently sweeping Germany — at 
an all time high, the government has found a valuable ally in the Facebook CEO. 
As we’ve previously highlighted at Breitbart Tech, the power of Facebook to 
monitor the lives and conversations of ordinary Germans is greater than the 
Stasi’s ever was. 


Belgian police find evidence that the Islamic State is looking to 


build dirty bomb 
By Robert Spencer 
29 February 2016 


Belgian police, while searching the home of an Islamic State or ISIS suspect 
after the Paris bombings last year, found surveillance films taken of a senior 
researcher at a Belgian nuclear center, which produces a significant portion of 
the world’s radioisotopes, and his family. Police suspect ISIS terrorists wanted 
to capture the man or his family members and hold them for ransom in exchange 
for nuclear materials. 

“We can imagine that the terrorists might want to kidnap someone or kidnap 
his family,” so they can force their target to turn over the radioactive innards of 
such a device after removing the materials surreptitiously, said Nele 
Scheerlinck, a spokeswoman for Belgium’s Federal Agency for Nuclear 
Control, the nation’s nuclear regulator, NBC News reported. 

“We know that it would not require a team of nuclear physicists or even a 
particularly sophisticated criminal network to turn raw material into a deadly 
weapon,” an internal Energy Department report on the threat, designated 
“Official Use Only,” declared in May 2013. “In many cases, a determined lone 
wolf or a disgruntled insider is all it might take.” 

This incident is the first public, confirmed evidence that ISIS is attempting to 
acquire radioactive material to build a dirty bomb and threaten Western cities. 
The prospect of obtaining material in this manner is especially troubling as there 
are hundreds of thousands of nuclear building blocks for a bomb located around 
the world in medical and industrial sites. Just recently, radioactive industrial 
material was reported stolen in Iraq. 

Thankfully, the Obama administration said at the time that they had no 
evidence the material was obtained by ISIS for use in a dirty bomb and they 
were monitoring the situation... 


EU Commission slaps down Hungary for daring to hold 
referendum on migrant quotas 


By Nick Hallett 
27 Feb 2016 


The European Commission is planning to slap down Hungary’s decision to 

hold a referendum on compulsory migrant quotas, claiming that holding a 

democratic vote would not “fit into the decision-making process” agreed by 
European Union (EU) states. 


The quota system redistributes migrants from the most overwhelmed 
countries, including Germany, Greece and Italy, to EU states that have proved 
less popular with newly-arrived migrants. 

The system is extremely unpopular in Eastern European countries, including 
Hungary, who feel Western Europe is using it to force thousands of migrants on 
them. 

Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor Orban now plans to challenge the policy 
by holding a referendum on quotas that will almost certainly see the plan 
rejected. 

However, Euractive reports that the European Commission has questioned 
Hungary’s stance. Spokeswoman Natasha Bertaud said: “We fail to understand 
how it would fit into the decision-making process which was agreed to by all 
member states, including Hungary, under the EU treaties.” 

Mr. Orban defended his decision in an interview with German tabloid Bild, 
telling the paper: “We cannot make decisions over people’s heads that will 
significantly change their lives and those of future generations. 

“The quota would change the profile of Hungary and Europe: ethnically, 
culturally, and religiously. My decision is not directed against Europe. It is a 
decision to protect European democracy.” 

He added that the EU’s quota system violates its own laws: “This decision is 
not legal. It contradicts EU law. We are filing a suit against it, and so are the 
Slovakians. Plus, how many of those 160,000 have been distributed so far? Only 
a few hundred. This distribution key is nonsense, it does not work. But no one in 
Brussels wants to admit that.” 

Mr, Orban also laughed off any threat of EU sanctions against Hungary for 
failing to comply: “That is nothing but attempted scaremongering! The next EU 
budget will be decided in 2020. Sanctions would then, i.e. in a couple of years, 
require the votes of all member states. That will not happen.” 


Allow the citizens to speak directly on immigration matters 


Some governments of European nations are giving the people the chance to 
let them know how they feel and drive policy about immigration through 
referendums. Hungary is planning a referendum regarding migrants, Switzerland 
recently voted for immigration to be reduced and the UK has an upcoming vote 
on whether or not to leave the EU which is greatly driven by the mass migration 
to Britain over the last decade. 

Despite all the Canadian government rhetoric and the media's ability to gloss 
over any negative effects of immigration to Canada there is a substantial portion 
of the population that are against mass immigration. One could imagine that if 
all the forces of the government and media were not constantly banging the 
mass immigration drum and alternative points of view were encouraged rather 
than demeaned then support would be much lower for mass immigration. 
Through shaming tactics these institutions have suppressed the expression of the 
people and it's time that we had a leader that fought for the interests of 
Canadians allowing them, in the purest form of democracy, to vote and speak on 
the issue directly. 


Editorial Comment 


That is interesting, Boris has a similar quandary about Mecca, Medina, and 
about a score of military bases in Israel, Iran, Turkey, etc. Of course, any and all 
Mohammedans and Zionists need to be returned to their homelands before any 
action is taken; and all Americans and Europeans withdrawn from these 
primitive cultures.* The entire ME is nothing but a cesspool of warring savages 
propped up by US and European financial interests. If they aren't disciplined, 
they will continue to believe that their satanic verses licenses and guarantees 
their self-righteous violence with impunity. 

* Perhaps such an encompassing cooperation would be sufficient to oblige 
their attention and exact compliance. And the thought of keeping untrustworthy 
savages relegated to their homelands is also quite savory. 


Yes, why is our Western culture so feeble now? May I suggest is a 
consequence of 70 years of peace in Europe (more NATO than EU, Ukraine!) 
and the inevitable ‘feminization’ of the politics of western European 
democracies. With this sustained peace, the need for the masculine virtues of a 
deterring military strength and decisive defence policy has been demeaned 
within Europe and in particular the 'inclusive' EU. They have been overwhelmed 
and ridiculed by the more feminine values of humanitarianism, appeasement 
and, dare I say it, naiveté. Make no mistake, it is an excellent feature of our free 
and egalitarian society that significant numbers of women lead our politics 


across Europe. Great politicians such as Merkel, Solberg (Norway), Szydio 
(Poland) instinctively (and with the support of their voters(?)) react to issues 
such as the ongoing ME invasion in a humanitarian way. Sadly they disregard 
the more male response that includes the pragmatic issues of cultural integration 
and conflict, expense and most importantly, security. Basically our emasculated 
politics has taken the fight out us. Both obfuscation and the ‘it'll all be ok, 
Brussels will solve the problems' attitude has introduced a degree of separation 
that disenfranchises us all. Western politicians need to 'grow a pair' or life as we 
enjoy it now will be less wealthy, less free and most importantly less secure. 

During the Cold War, the Soviet Union funded "peace movements" 
throughout the west | because for the Soviets "peace" meant "the absence of 
opposition". In our time the new peace movement is Islam. And so we are told 
today, from the podium of a mosque with "extremist" "links", that the very word 
Islam means "peace". Actually, it means "submission" - i.e., the absence of 
opposition. The only difference between then and now is that instead of being 
chanted by scrofulous hippies protesting outside a NATO air base the old line's 
being peddled to us by the President of the United States. Odd. 


Europe is no longer Europe, it is Eurabia, a colony of Islam, where the 
Islamic invasion does not proceed only in a physical sense, but also in a mental 
and cultural sense. Servility to the invaders has poisoned democracy, with 
obvious consequences for the freedom of thought, and for the concept itself of 
liberty. State-run television stations contribute to the resurgent anti-Semitism, 
crying only over Palestinian deaths while playing down Israeli deaths, glossing 
over them in unwilling tones. The increased presence of Muslims in Italy and in 
Europe is directly proportional to our loss of freedom... The Muslims refuse our 
culture and try to impose their culture on us. I reject them, and this is not only 
my duty toward my culture-it is toward my values, my principles, my 
civilization....The West reveals a hatred of itself, which is strange and can only 
be considered pathological; it now sees only what is deplorable and destructive. 
President Bush has said, "We refuse to live in fear.' Beautiful sentence, very 
beautiful. I loved it! But inexact, Mr. President, because the West does live in 
fear. People are afraid to speak against the Islamic world. Afraid to offend, and 
to be punished for offending, the sons of Allah. You can insult the Christians, 
the Buddhists, the Hindus, the Jews. You can slander the Catholics, you can spit 
on the Madonna and Jesus Christ. But, woe betide the citizen who pronounces a 
word against the Islamic religion. - Oriana Fallaci 


“In my study of communist societies, I came to the conclusion that the 
purpose of communist propaganda was not to persuade or convince, not to 
inform, but to humiliate; and therefore, the less it corresponded to reality the 
better. When people are forced to remain silent when they are being told the 
most obvious lies, or even worse when they are forced to repeat the lies 
themselves, they lose once and for all their sense of probity. To assent to 
obvious lies is...in some small way to become evil oneself. One's standing to 
resist anything is thus eroded, and even destroyed. A society of emasculated 
liars is easy to control. I think if you examine political correctness, it has the 
same effect and is intended to.” - Theodore Dalrymple 


Christianity is not the creed of Asia and Africa at this moment solely because 
the seventh century Christians of Asia and Africa had trained themselves not to 
fight, whereas the Moslems were trained to fight. Christianity was saved in 
Europe solely because the peoples of Europe fought. ... The civilization of 
Europe, American and Australia exists today at all only because of the victories 
of civilized man over the enemies of civilization because of victories through the 
centuries from Charles Martel in the eighth century and those of John Sobieski 
in the seventeenth century....There are such "social values" today in Europe, 
America and Australia only because during those thousand years, the Christians 
of Europe possessed the warlike power to do what the Christians of Asia and 
Africa had failed to do — that is, to beat back the Moslem invader. - Theodore 
Roosevelt 


Tory MP calls out Turdeau for refusing to call ISIS attacks on 


Christians ‘genocide’ 
26 Feb 2016 


Conservative MP Cheryl Gallant called out Liberal Prime Minister Justin 
Turdeau in the House of Commons today over his refusal to recognize as 
“genocide” the sweeping targeting of Christians by ISIS in the Middle East. 

Noting how the European Parliament passed a unanimous resolution earlier 
this month recognizing the Islamic State's attacks on Christians as “genocide,” 
Gallant stated: “In Canada, the Liberal Prime Minister refuses to join the rest of 
the civilized world in recognizing the ISIS campaign against Christians and 
other religious minorities as genocide.” 

“The silence is deafening. Why does the Prime Minister not think Christians 
and other religious minorities are the right kind of refugees?” she added. 

Designating attacks against Christians in the Middle East as “genocide” could 
have significant policy implications in terms of offering such victims aid, 
asylum, and other protections. 


Gallant’s statement comes on top of countless reports of anti-Christian 
outrages by ISIS, including mass beheadings and executions in Syria and Iraq. 

Reverend Canon Andrew White, known in Iraq as the “Vicar of Baghdad,” 
told LifeSiteNews columnist Jonathan Van Maren in 2014 how terrible the 
situation had become at that time. 

“Tt’s just been terrible. They have been amputating people’s heads and putting 
them on railings. They have chopped children in half. You know, I write some 
of these things on my blog and nobody believes it,” he said. 

Gallant, MP for Renfrew—Nipissing—Pembroke, noted in her statement how 
ISIS has a history of particularly targeting religious minorities, including Syrian 
Christians and Yazidis, whom it considers heretics and disbelievers. 

“Thousands of Yazidis have been summarily executed, killed, or, in the case 
of Yazidi women, kidnapped and sold into slavery by ISIS. Hundreds of 
thousands of Christians have fled Syria amid threats by ISIS,” she said. 

Earlier this month, Catholic and Evangelical Protestant organizations raised 
alarm after Turdeau government’s announced a plan to eliminate both the Office 
of Religious Freedom and the ambassadorship attached to it. 


Former CIA Agent: “The ISIS Leader Abu Bakr Al Baghdadi Was 
Trained by the Israeli Mossad” 
By Anas Chihab 
17 July 2014 


The former NSA and CIA agent Edward Snowden revealed that the leader 
of the Islamic State of Iraq and Syria Abu Bakr Al Baghdadi was trained in 
Israel, various Iranian sources reported. 

Snowden added that the American CIA and the British Intelligence 
collaborated with the Israeli Mossad to create a terrorist organization that is able 
to attract all extremists of the world to one place, using a strategy called “the 
hornet’s nest.” 

The “Hornet’s nest’’ strategy aims to bring all the major threats to one place 
in order to track them, and mostly to shake the stability of the Arab countries. 
The NSA agent revealed that the ISIS “Caliph”, Abu Bakr Al Baghdadi went 
trough intense military training in the Israeli intelligence “Mossad.” 

Besides military training, Al Baghdadi studied communication and public 
speaking skills in order to attract “terrorists” from all the corners of the world. 

The Centre for Research on Globalization (CRG), an independent non-profit 
organization in the province of Quebec, Canada, which focuses on research and 
media, relayed a story about this as well, adding that “three countries created a 
terrorist organization that is able to attract all extremists of the world to one 
place,” using the aforementioned “the hornet’s nest” strategy. 

“The only solution for the protection of the Jewish state is to create an enemy 
near its borders,” Snowden was reported to say. 


The Weakness of the West 
Anne Marie Waters 
27 February 2016 


Constructive Islamic discussion is Islam compatible with western democracy? 


The Western world is in great danger. That may sound alarmist but if one 
looks at the million or so young, often hostile, fighting aged males pouring in to 
Germany, we must admit that there is at least a cause for concern. This concern 
should be even greater when we consider that the influx to Germany looks set to 
continue — there is no end in sight. In addition, our governments are not only 
denying the possibility of danger, but actively attack those who oppose this mass 
migration. Speaking up for modern Western norms such as secularism, gender 
equality, and freedom of speech is now viewed as an act of hatred, something 
only undertaken by “fascists”. Countless people throughout the West believe 
that others have a right to come here, that we are somehow in debt to the world, 
and are responsible for each and every problem. In short, the West is weak and 
apologetic, and there is one very good reason for this. We have had our identity 
stolen from us and our nation-states are being dissolved. 


Our national identity has been systematically dismantled so that we no longer 
even identify with our countries, much less are willing to take action to save 
them. The nation-state has been weakened and undermined, quite deliberately, 
since the end of the second world war. Political leaders post 1945 appeared to 
believe that because Hitler was a nationalist, nationalism had been the cause of 
the war. Extreme nationalism is a dangerous thing, there is no denying it. It 
can, if taken to dangerous limits, mean racism or other injustices, but there was 
no need to get rid of nationalism altogether in order to prevent it from becoming 
extreme. Like feminism’s error in attacking all aspects of masculinity, attacking 
all aspects of nationalism was an enormous mistake and has weakened us 
immensely. Former British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher once offered an 
opinion on what had caused world war 2. Like me, she believed that emerging 
post-war leaders blamed the war on nationalism, and like me, she dismissed 
this. According to Thatcher, it was not nationalism that had been the problem, it 
had been appeasement. If leaders had grown a spine and stood up to Hitler from 


the get-go, he would never have gotten as far as invading Poland. But a policy 
of appeasement allowed him to get away with what should have been 
unthinkable, over and over again. Today, we are appeasing Islam, and the result 
is quite likely to be very similar. 


As a result of this disdain for nationalism, internationalism became the norm 
— and today, we are absolutely steeped in it. The brainwashing as to the 
inevitability of internationalism is almost too great to reverse, but we must try in 
any case. Internationalism has entrenched the idea that an independent and 
robust nation-state, which acts in its own best interests, is an old-fashioned 
oddity at best, and immorally racist at worst. 


Internationalism has destroyed the concept of citizenship so that the citizens 
of Germany for example are deemed to deserve no greater privilege in that 
country than someone who has just arrived. We saw this in Cologne following 
the mass sexual assault. The insistence of authorities that the culprits be treated 
as anyone else reinforced the notion that German citizenship is meaningless — 
Germany owes rights and protections to the whole world, even if they happen to 
threaten German people. It is a risible situation. 


In Britain, we have the spectacle of non-British rapists attacking 1000s of 
British girls, and who look to human rights laws to avoid deportation. What 
these laws will do is consider only the rights of an imported rapist, and ignore 
entirely the rights of British women and girls to be free of the risk these men 
pose. The rights of British girls are not deemed more important in Britain than 
the rights of non-British rapists, because the rights of the British are no more 
important in Britain than anyone else’s. Being a British citizen affords no 
advantage whatsoever. 


Iam frequently asked what I would do about the current migrant invasion in 
to Europe, and my first answer is always that we need to close the borders as a 
matter of urgency. I don’t think I can recall an occasion when a journalist didn’t 
argue with me that this wasn’t possible. Of course it’s possible. It’s possible if 
we believe in our nation-states and in nation-state sovereignty. 


International bodies shot up after World War 2. The post-war era gave birth 
to both the UN and what would eventually become the EU; both are hugely 
problematic — corrupt, undemocratic, and the UN in particular has taken 
appeasement to new levels, especially when it comes to Islam. The UN has 
allowed the vilest Islamic states on the planet to legitimately sit on boards 
designed to protect human rights. Combine this with its incessant attacks on 
Israel, and the UN has become entirely morally bankrupt and ought to be 
disbanded — without being replaced. But the UN is even more dangerous than 
that — it has tried to remove the independent ability of a nation-state to defend 
itself. Countries which seek to go to war now very often try to bring most of the 
world with them — via the UN. The UN has made it the norm for a country to 
seek the blessing of an international group in order to defend its individual 
interests. It has planted the seed of global internationalism and made it feel 
inevitable — and moral - to the extent that vast numbers of people now believe 
that border control isn’t even a possibility. 


The reduction in status of the great Western powers is significant in 
discussing our failure to defend ourselves. We have lost confidence. We now 
seek the permission of others to make decisions for ourselves. Nowhere is this 
more incredibly evident than in the spectacle of the British Prime Minister 
asking other European leaders whether or not they will allow him to make 
changes to his own country’s benefit system. All EU leaders must agree. This 
is now how international politics works. 


Children are taught the apparent moral value of multiculturalism pretty much 
from their first day in school. Great efforts are made to celebrate all of the 
world’s cultures — except one, ours. In fact, the opposite is happening. In 
celebrating cultures vastly different from our own, and often vastly inferior, we 
are being taught not only that our culture is not superior to others, but that others 
are superior to ours. This is the case regardless of how people are treated in 
those cultures (many are appallingly oppressive) and regardless of what good 
the West may have done, and continues to do, for the world. This is being bred 
in to children from a young age. Along with the British, the Germans are 
particularly encouraged to hate themselves — and it has worked. When your 
country is constantly identified as having been responsible only for evil, and this 
is reinforced even by your own Chancellor (Merkel has said that the Germans 
have a duty to the world by virtue of their past, they don’t), is it any wonder that 
the Germans are not inclined to defend themselves, even when large numbers of 
strangers arrive and directly threaten their country, their way of life, their 
daughters, and eventually their democracy? 


I wouldn’t mind betting that there are a great deal of Germans who, on seeing 
the violence unleashed on to their streets, will say to themselves “‘yes but look 
what we did in the past” and as a result will believe (even if only 
subconsciously) that they deserve the treatment they are now being subjected 
to. Instead of fighting invaders, they instead turn on themselves and refuse to 
see themselves as innocent victims of an invasion. If they do not see themselves 


as the injured party, what motivation is there to fight? If they don’t see 
Germany as being worthy of defending, what motivation can there possibly be 
to defend it? 


Europeans must begin to believe in ourselves again, as must the West in 
general. We have to remember what makes us great — liberty, democracy, and 
enlightenment values. We should teach children about the enormous 
contribution that the West has made to the world, and indeed why so many 
people want to come here. We need to tell them about great European art, 
philosophy, and science. Until we can find our sense of self-worth, we will 
continue to allow others to dominate us on our own lands. If this happens, 
Western society will die out altogether and one of the world’s great lights will 
be permanently snuffed out. 


Canada: Senior imam mocks the Western idea of “marital rape” 
By Robert Spencer 
28 February 2016 


A hadith depicts Muhammad saying: “If a husband calls his wife to his bed 
[i.e. to have sexual relation] and she refuses and causes him to sleep in anger, 
the angels will curse her till morning” (Bukhari 4.54.460). 

And: “By him in Whose Hand lies my life, a woman can not carry out the 
right of her Lord, till she carries out the right of her husband. And if he asks her 
to surrender herself [to him for sexual intercourse] she should not refuse him 
even if she is on a camel’s saddle” (Ibn Majah 1854). 


Sheik Houssein Muhammad Amer (cUxg0 ec? &e0) is the Imam of Centre 
Aljisr (e415 ldg¢ue5 Ills) in Laval, Quebec also a member of Québec council 
of Imams. 

In a lecture at Al-Rawdah Mosque in Montréal (published on 2 September 
2015), Imam Houssein Amer mocked the Western idea of “marital rape” 
and explained the differences between the West and Islam in this regard. 

The following are excerpts of Houssein Amer’s speech (originally in Arabic): 


“According to the Western view, the woman who is a spouse — her 
husband is not allowed to force her to have sex with him. It is forbidden. 
Why? Because, this is her freedom [of choice]. They [the West] were the 
first to establish the term of “marital rape”. Is it possible that a husband 
rapes his wife? Yes. He forces her to have sex with him. It is forbidden. 
Mistake. She may complain. Glory be to Allah. 

“At the same time, some of our brothers, the preachers, told a story that 
happened in Germany. A German brother converted to Islam. His wife 
remained German [non-Muslim], and she defied him by bringing her lover 
to the house. Afterwards, the issue developed into a sexual intercourse. He 
hit her lover. She called the Police. The wife called the Police, told them: 
my lover has been attacked in my home. As you have rights in home I also 
have rights in home. When the Police arrived and listened to both sides, the 
Policeman told him [the husband]: The Law does not ban her, and you 
cannot ban her from having any sexual activity even with somebody else. 
Are you upset? Do the same like her. There is no power but in Allah. 

“They [the West] made no difference even between the legitimate aspect 
[sex within marriage] which we have discussed and which serves as a 
guarantee from the this disease [HIV] and the sex outside marriage, Glory 
be to Allah, Glory be to Almighty Allah. 

“And worse than that, they opened the other issues, such as 
homosexuality, man with man, woman with woman, and nowadays a man 
can go with a man to a church and a priest marries them. Some brothers 
say: let them live in halal [legitimate status]. They live together in 
contradiction to the [Islamic] Law, Glory be to Allah. I’m saying that the 
proper moral approach is that there is freedom [of choice] but within the 
Islamic Law, within the Islamic Law. You are a free-person in your 
subjugation to Almighty Allah.” 


In a previous sermon (published on 31 December 2010) Imam Houssein 
Amer justified the wisdom of wife beating in Islam (“not severely”) as a last 
resort and as an act of education in case the husband fails to convince his wife to 
return to the right path of Islam. 

Here is an excerpt of Amer’s sermon (originally in Arabic): 


“The Prophet [Muhammad], peace be upon him, says: if they [wives] do 
so, then, [the husbands should] beat them but not severely [Muslim 1218]. 
Some people argue, when they hear this text, that the Islamic Law 
permitted wife beating, and other people say, when hearing it, that Islam 
oppresses the wife by allowing the husband to beat her.” 

“My brothers and my loved ones, the beating in Islam is a type of 
education, and it is said that it is the last resort [literally “the last 
medicine”, meaning a medicine that is administered after all others failed to 
cure the illness as it is said in the hadith:] the last medicine is burning [the 
skin with fire].” 

“The West prohibits the beating for the purpose of education and this is 
the position that was taken there. However, the truth is otherwise. The 
beating is a type of education... the beating is used after exhausting all 
effective and successful [possible] solutions and [it turned out that] there is 
no treatment without it.” 

“The Koran referred to the beating in the context of a series of treatment 
saying: But those [wives] from whom you fear arrogance — [first] advise 
them; [then if they persist], forsake them in bed; and [finally], strike them. 
But if they obey you [once more], seek no means against them [Surat An- 
Nisa’, 34].” 

“This is the case regarding the wife if you are right, and she should be 
admonished, her husband should remind her his rights over her and she 
should return to Follow @her Lord Almighty. In case that the admonition 
and the advice fail in dealing with her, he [the husband] has to abandon the 
bed, meaning to distance himself from her, to snub her, to avoid touching 
her to the point that he will not dream on her, and if the estrangement fails 
the beating [of the wife] is permitted, as the Prophet said: not severe 
beating.” 


German government admits: over 130,000 “refugees” have 


disappeared 
By Pamela Geller 
29 February 2016 


“More than 130,000 asylum seekers may have disappeared in Germany, 
according to newly released government figures, raising concerns over terrorism 
and organized crime.” They haven’t disappeared in order to assimilate and find 
jobs and become productive members of society. They’ve disappeared in order 
to plot new jihad terror attacks (remember there were “refugees” among the 
Paris jihad killers in November) and that was just a harbinger of things to come. 


More than 130,000 asylum seekers may have disappeared in Germany, 
according to newly released government figures, raising concerns over terrorism 
and organized crime. 

In a parliamentary answer, Angela Merkel’s government said it had lost track 
of around 13 per cent of the 1.1 million people registered as asylum seekers last 
year. 

The missing people never arrived at official government refugee 
accommodation which had been assigned to them. 

The interior ministry later tried to row back on the admission, claiming the 
figures had been exaggerated by errors in data entry. 

But there will be concerns those unaccounted for could include Islamic 
extremists or organized criminals who entered the country posing as refugees. 

The new figures emerged just two months after unconfirmed reports the 
German authorities were urgently searching for 12 asylum seekers who had 
vanished. 

They were believed to have crossed the border using forged passports from 
the same source as those used by some of the Paris attackers. 

The latest admission came in a written answer to a parliamentary question 
from the opposition Left Party. 

The government said it believed many of those who had disappeared had 
simply moved on to other countries, while others had “gone underground 


illegally” 


ISLAM 
JUST 


Declassified Emails Reveal NATO Killed Gaddafi to Stop Libyan 


Creation of Gold-Backed Currency 
Jay Syrmopoulos 
14 Jan 2016 


In spite of French-led U.N. Security Council Resolution 1973 creating a no- 
fly zone over Libya with the express intent of protecting civilians, one of the 
over 3000 new Hillary Clinton emails released by the State Department on New 
Year’s Eve, contain damning evidence of Western nations using NATO as a tool 
to topple Libyan leader Muammar al-Gaddafi. The NATO overthrow was not 
for the protection of the people, but instead it was to thwart Gaddafi’s attempt to 
create a gold-backed African currency to compete with the Western central 
banking monopoly. 

The emails indicate the French-led NATO military initiative in Libya was 
also driven by a desire to gain access to a greater share of Libyan oil production, 
and to undermine a long term plan by Gaddafi to supplant France as the 
dominant power in the Francophone Africa region. 

The April 2011 email, sent to the Secretary of State Hillary by unofficial 
adviser and longtime Clinton confidante Sidney Blumenthal with the subject line 
“France’s client and Qaddafi’s gold,” reveals predatory Western intentions. 


The Foreign Policy Journal reports: 


The email identifies French President Nicholas Sarkozy as leading the attack 
on Libya with five specific purposes in mind: to obtain Libyan oil, ensure 
French influence in the region, increase Sarkozy’s reputation domestically, 
assert French military power, and to prevent Gaddafi’s influence in what is 
considered “Francophone Africa.” 


fiariomly two iii’ -here-_ 
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Most astounding is the lengthy section delineating the huge threat that 
Gaddafi’s gold and silver reserves, estimated at “143 tons of gold, and a similar 
amount in silver,” posed to the French franc (CFA) circulating as a prime 
African currency. 

The email makes clear that intelligence sources indicate the impetus behind 
the French attack on Libya was a calculated move to consolidate greater power, 
using NATO as a tool for imperialist conquest, not a humanitarian intervention 
as the public was falsely led to believe. 


According to the email: 


This gold was accumulated prior to the current rebellion and was intended to 
be used to establish a pan-African currency based on the Libyan golden Dinar. 
This plan was designed to provide the Francophone African Countries with an 
alternative to the French franc (CFA). 

(Source Comment: According to knowledgeable individuals this quantity of 
gold and silver is valued at more than $7 billion. French intelligence officers 
discovered this plan shortly after the current rebellion began, and this was one of 
the factors that influenced President Nicolas Sarkozy’s decision to commit 
France to the attack on Libya.) 

The email provides a peek behind the curtain to reveal how foreign policy is 
often carried out in practice. While reported in the media that the Western 
backed Libyan military intervention is necessary to save human lives, the real 
driving factor behind the intervention was shown to be the fact that Gaddafi 
planned to create a high degree of economic independence with a new pan- 
African currency, which would lessen French influence and power in the region. 

The evidence indicates that when French intelligence became aware of the 
Libyan initiative to create a currency to compete with the Western central 
banking system, the decision to subvert the plan through military means began, 
ultimately including the NATO alliance. 


Wilfrid Laurier - "We must insist that the 
immigrant that:.comes here is willing to become 
a Canadian and is willing to assimilate our 
ways, he should be treated on equal grounds 
and it would.be shameful to discriminate 
against such a.person.for reasons of their 
beliefs or the place: of birth or origin. But it is 
the responsibility of that person to become a 
Canadian in all — of life, nothing: else but 
a Canadian:.There can be no divided 
allegiance here. j 
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